
2007 FISHING REGULATIONS 
PUBLIC COMMENTS SUMMARY  
– 70 Public Comments Received 

 
WESTERN FISHING DISTRICT 
 
Lake Trout Limits on Flathead Lake 
 

 32 comments received 
 
General: 
Support for 50 fish limit. 6 
Oppose any changes in lake trout management: 26 
 

FWP Response: The proposal to raise the daily limit for lake trout is a result of 
the Flathead Fisheries Co-Management Plan 2001-2010, developed jointly by the 
Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes and Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks. 
The primary strategy is to reduce lake trout abundance through sport harvest and   
this proposal is intended to measure the response of lake trout, bull trout and 
westslope cutthroat to increased lake trout harvest. The regulation will be 
monitored through fishing events, creel survey and gillnetting. Maintaining a 
trophy fish component to the population with the slot limit is intended to maintain 
angling pressure on  Flathead Lake. Analysis of  alternatives indicates more 
potential benefits from increasing the daily bag limit than from changing the slot 
limit. 

 
Miscellaneous Comments: 
Will an increase in the daily lake trout limit have any effect?  

FWP Response:  The primary effect will be during sponsored fishing events 
when there are financial incentives for anglers to harvest more small lake trout 
and anglers can easily donate their catch to local food banks. The current events 
harvest 10,000 to 12,000 lake trout and the intent is to increase that.   

 
FWP should consider introducing ling (burbot) to feed on lake trout eggs.  

FWP Response: The biology is doubtful and this isn’t a viable option  
 
Gill netting for lake trout would adversely impact many other species as well.  

FWP Response: FWP has no plans to gill net lake trout at this time and such a 
proposal would require careful environmental analysis. There are several lake 
trout gillnet suppression projects ongoing in the west that will provide a test of 
this management tool.  
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Horseshoe Lake –  
2 opposed  
FWP Response: The proposed limit provides maximum biological control on nongame 
fish by tiger muskies before they are harvested. The proposed limit is the same as the 
Central and Eastern Fishing Districts.  
 
Bull Trout Regulations – no changes proposed, no comments 
Silver’s Lagoon – no comments 
Kids Pond at Warm Springs WMA – no comments 
 
CENTRAL FISHING DISTRICT 
 
Trail Creek closure – no comments 
 
EASTERN FISHING DISTRICT 
 
Eastern District General Snagging Regulation – no comments 
Live Bait General Regulations – no comments 
 
Paddlefish Regulation Changes 
 

 32 comments received 
 
General: 
Support Regulations in General. 4 
Oppose regulations in general. 1 
Need more information on the population before making such broad changes. 1 
Should be allowed to have help landing a fish; young kids and wives need help. 1 
 

FWP Response: Based on years of excellent paddlefish harvest data and creel 
surveys, FWP believes that the paddlefish populations both above Ft. Peck 
Reservoir and on the Yellowstone/Missouri (below Ft. Peck Reservoir) must be 
managed to reduce harvest and protect the adult spawning population while 
providing greater opportunity for anglers to catch-and-release paddlefish.  

 
Harvest Regulations: 
 Support  8 
 Oppose 8 (above Ft Peck) 

Support limiting to one area for harvest. 1 
Don’t support limiting people to one location for harvest. 1 
Don’t support limiting the days: 1 (don’t like combat fishing.), 6 (above Ft Peck) 
 
FWP Response: FWP believes that the most effective way to protect the 
paddlefish population and prevent targeting of female fish is to require tagging of 



 3

the first paddlefish caught and then prevent any further fishing on days when 
harvesting fish is allowed. The fishery on the Missouri River below Ft. Peck 
Reservoir and on the Yellowstone River has been successfully managed this way 
for many years. To compensate anglers (especially on the Missouri River above 
Ft. Peck Reservoir) for the loss of fishing time, FWP is recommending 
standardizing the regulations to provide three full days of catch-and-release 
fishing opportunity for paddlefish in all areas. Separating the days generally 
allows anglers to plan a fishing trip that provides multiple days of fishing 
opportunity. Requiring anglers to select one area in which to target harvesting a 
paddlefish is a management decision to reduce the number of anglers using each 
area, to prevent the movement of anglers from one area to another based on last 
minute “availability” of fish, and hopefully to help minimize the potential for 
combat fishing. 

 
Snagging Hours:  
 Support proposal for 6 am to 9 pm. 2 

Should be 6 am to 10 pm if have to eliminate night fishing, or sunrise/sunset. 1 
 Disagree with ending night fishing. 3 
 

FWP Response: The recommended snagging hours of 6 am to 9 pm provides a 
long day of fishing opportunity for paddlefish anglers. Eliminating most night 
fishing for paddlefish is intended to help reduce potential illegal take of 
paddlefish and make enforcement of the regulations more manageable.  

  
Catch/Release Days: 
 Shouldn’t separate. 12, 6 (above Ft Peck) 

Shouldn’t be able to snag after fill tag. 1 
Should be able to snag/release after harvesting a fish. 1 
Shouldn’t be limited to one area. 2 
Anglers should be limited to one area to harvest and catch/release. 1 
Don’t think there should be catch-and-release for paddlefish. 2 
Prefer catch and release Sunday and Monday only; split days is not good. 1 
Clarify language on using gaffs; shouldn’t be allowed for catch/release. 1 

 
FWP Response: FWP is recommending that anglers who have purchased any 
paddlefish tag be allowed to “catch-and-release” paddlefish on Sundays, Mondays 
and Thursdays during the open season in any of the areas where paddlefish may 
be found. These days would not require possession of an unused paddlefish tag. 
This proposal maximizes the paddlefish fishing opportunity for anglers as 
compensation for reduced harvest opportunity. Proposed language only allows the 
use of gaffs on days when paddlefish can be harvested, and on harvest days 
anglers may not continue to fish once they have caught a paddlefish which must 
be tagged immediately. Splitting harvest and catch-and-release days allows most 
anglers to get some additional fishing time in once they catch their limit. 

 
Archery at Dredge Cuts: 
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 Support. 5 
 
24-Hour Rule at Intake: 
 This may keep people away and that would be bad for Glendive. 1 
 

FWP Response: The proposed 24-hour closure rule is critical to successfully 
managing the paddlefish harvest on the Yellowstone River. Loss of this fishery 
would be significantly more damaging. 

 
General Comments: 
Comment period should be extended at least two more weeks. 1 
Should have been a public meeting in Great Falls. 1 
Should have been a public meeting in Sidney. 1 
Use Ft Peck hatchery to stock paddlefish. 2 

FWP Response: The proposed changes to paddlefish regulations were first 
noticed to the public in early August through news releases and on the FWP 
webpage. Meetings were held in Billings, Miles City and Glendive because of the 
long-term interest in the paddlefish program at Intake FAS on the Yellowstone 
River. Public comment opportunity was also available through letters, email and 
telephone, as well as at the August 3 and October 19 Commission meetings. FWP 
policy is to manage wild fish populations with minimal reliance on hatchery 
stocking.  

 
Spotted Eagle Pond – no comments 
 
MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS ON UNRELATED TOPICS  
– 5 comments 
 
Western Montana should have a two fishing pole regulation like Central and Eastern 
Montana.  

FWP Response: This recommendation will be deferred to the broad regulation 
revision discussion planned for the 2008 regulations. At that time, FWP will do 
substantial outreach to the public for general changes in regulations that the public 
is interested in. 

 
The Thompson River from about the 25-mile marker should be catch-and-release for 
rainbow and brown trout to improve the fishery. Brook trout and Cuttbows should be 
slaughtered and Whitefish should be open all year. The river needs better regulation 
enforcement. 

FWP Response: These recommendations will be deferred to the broad regulation 
revision discussion planned for the 2008 regulations. At that time, FWP will do 
substantial outreach to the public for general changes in regulations that the public 
is interested in. Your comments have been provided to the Enforcement Division 
for consideration during their annual work plan development. 
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Fishing should be closed on all rivers and streams from Nov. 1 to May 1 to give the fish a 
break. Rivers and streams should be closed to guides and outfitters on Saturdays and 
Sundays. 

FWP Response: These recommendations will be deferred to the broad regulation 
revision discussion planned for the 2008 regulations. At that time, FWP will do 
substantial outreach to the public for general changes in regulations that the public 
is interested in. Your comments have been provided to the Enforcement Division 
for consideration during their annual work plan development. 

 
Based on the latest data, it appears that walleye management objectives for Canyon Ferry 
Reservoir will not be met. The walleye limits for Canyon Ferry should be lowered to the 
statewide limits. 

FWP Response: Fish management for Canyon Ferry, Hauser, and Holter 
Reservoirs are governed by a management plan developed and implemented in 
2000.  In that plan, management goals were established for walleye, perch, 
rainbows, and other fish species.  Management goals were based on long-term 
netting and creel data performed annually on all three reservoirs.  The primary 
objective of the plan is to maintain high quality, cost effective, multi-species 
fisheries with high levels of angler satisfaction.   
 
Since the plan was written, walleye are the only species that have met 
management goals.  Rainbow and perch densities are at record lows--primarily 
due to walleye predation.  High bag limits are in place to suppress population 
growth of walleye, thus reducing predation on other fish species.  The high bag 
limits are not in place to eliminate walleye from the reservoir.  Slowing walleye 
population growth actually helps maintain a healthy walleye population by 
keeping the walleye population from stripping the forage base from the lake.  
Without some checks on walleye population growth, we would likely end up with 
a stunted, unhealthy walleye population.   
 
Implementing more restrictive walleye harvest regulations (such as lowering the 
bag limit or implementing a slot) would go against the objectives of maintaining a 
multi-species fishery.  Also, keep in mind that slot limits do not necessarily mean 
improvements to the fishery.  In Holter Reservoir, which has had a slot limit in 
place since 2000, walleye abundance has dropped 47%. 

 
Montana should promote participation in fishing by designating two “fish for free” days 
each year. 

FWP Response: This recommendation will be deferred to the broad regulation 
revision discussion planned for the 2008 regulations. At that time, FWP will do 
substantial outreach to the public for general changes in regulations that the public 
is interested in. 

 
 


